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DETAILED ACTION 



Background 

1. This Non-Final Office Action is responsive to the following 
communications: R.C.E. filed on 2/28/2008. 

2. Claims 1-18 are pending in this case. Claims 1 and 11 are independent in 

form. 

Response To Amendment 

3. The terminal disclaimer filed 5/21/2007 concerning the Examiner's 
nonstatutory double patenting rejection of claims 1-18 has been accepted. Therefore, 
the rejection(s) have been withdrawn. 

4. Arguments concerning the Examiner's Rejections of claims 1-18 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) in the previous Office Action (Mail dated: 9/6/2007) have been fully 
considered but are not persuasive. Therefore, the rejection(s) have been maintained. 

5. New rejections are being made under 35 U.S.C. §101 concerning claims 
11-18 because they are directed to non statutory subject matter, discussed below in 
detail. 

Claim Rejections-35 U.S.C. § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 
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Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful 
improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



7.. Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 because the claimed 



invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter, and further raises questions as to 



whether the claims are directed to an abstract idea. More specifically, the claims lack 



the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a manufacture 



within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 101. They are clearly not a series of steps or acts, to be 



a process , nor are they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of 



matter . The "compute-readable medium" limitation recited, in claims 11-18, is not 
limited to those that are "computer-readable" (the claimed "storage medium") and likewise 
does not define any structural and functional interrelationship between the computer 
program and other claimed elements of a computer which permit the computer program's 



functionality to be realized. 



The specification impermissibly redefines the claimed "compute-readable medium": 

Communications connections are an example of communication media. 
Communication media typically embodies computer readable 
instructions, data structures, program modules or other data in a 
modulated data signal such as a cartier wave or other transport 
mechanism and includes any information delivery media. The term 
"modulated data signal" means a signal that has one or more of its 
characteristics set or changed in such a manner as to encode 
information in the signal. By way of example, and not limitation, 
communication media includes wired media such as a wired network 
or direct-wired connection, and wireless media such as acoustic, 
RF, infrared and other wireless media. The term computer readable 
media as used herein includes both storage media and communication 



(emphasis added). Therefore, claims 11-18, being directed toward computer listings per 
se, fail to fall within a statutory category. 
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Claim Rejections-35 U.S.C. § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of 
application for patent in the United States. 

9. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Andrew et al. (US Pat. No. US 6,392,673 Bl). 

I. Prior Art Anticipation of Claimed Limitations. 

As to independent claim 1, Andrew et al. describe(s): A method in an operating 
system for resizing an operating system interface element containing controls that have 
control definitions ("control definitions which indicate the size and location of each 
control relative to the dialogue borders." col. 3, lines 55-65), comprising: receiving a 
command to resize the interface element ("resizing command," col. 6, lines 5-9); defining 
resizable regions of the interface element including determining whether each of the 
controls within the interface element is resizable ("defining resizable regions" col. 7, 
lines 40-45); cumulating a total score by adding a value associated with each control in 
a given column or row contributing its respective value to the total score for the 
respective column or row the column or row being designated as resizable based on the 
total score for the column or row and a minimum height and width is maintained 
wherein defining resizable regions of the interface element includes either ignoring a 
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control that is a last control in its row or ignoring a control that is a last control in its 
column; ("associated with each of said control definitions with each control in a given 
column or row contributing its respective value to the total score for the respective 
column or row, said column or row being designated as resizable based on the total 
score for said column or so defining guides separating columns and rows of said row" 
col. 7, lines 40-51; see also "If the total weight is zero or greater, the column or row is 
deemed resizeable" col. 4, lines 35-37), determining when there is a special row and 
column (element S140, see fig.2); adjusting the resizable regions in response to the 
determinations regarding the special row and the special column ("When a column or 
row is designated as special, the spacing and alignment... these controls is maintained 
when the dialogue is resized," col. 4, lines 45-50); and resizing the interface element by 
resizing only the resizable regions of the interface element ("resized by resizing only 
said resizable regions of said interface element" col., lines 52-55). 

As to dependent claim 2, which depends from claim 1, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein the step of defining includes defining guides separating columns 
and rows of the controls, such that each of the resizable regions is bounded by at least 
two of the guides (identical language at col. 7, lines 55-60). 

As to dependent claim 3, which depends from claim 2, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein the guides are defined such that a separation between adjacent 
ones of the guides is always a minimum magnitude (identical language at col. 7, lines 
60-21). 
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As to dependent claim 4, which depends from claim 2, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein defining includes identifying each of the controls as to whether it 
is vertically or horizontally resizable and designating each of the columns and rows as 
resizable responsively to the step of identifying (identical language at col. 7, lines 63- 
67). 

As to dependent claim 5, which depends from claim 1, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein defining includes identifying each of the controls as to whether it 
is vertically or horizontally resizable (identical language, col. 8, lines 1-3). 

As to dependent claim 6. which depends from claim 5. Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein defining includes defining guides separating columns and rows of 
the controls, such that each of the resizable regions is bounded by at least two of the 
guides (identical language at col. 8, lines 4-7). 

As to dependent claim 7, which depends from claim 6. Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein the interface element is a window ("window" col. 7, lines 27-28). 

As to dependent claim 8, which depends from claim 2, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): the method of claim 2, further comprising the steps of: designating a row 
and column ("column or row," col. 8, lines 8-25) as special when the row contains a set 
of controls that lies in a predetermined geometric configuration with a predefined range 
of tolerance (identical language at col. 8, lines 33-36); and resizing the interface element 
while maintaining a fixed geometric distance between the controls of the set after the 
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step of resizing ("...resizing said interface element while maintaining a fixed geometric 
distance between said controls of said set...," col. 8, lines 31-39). 

As to dependent claim 9, which depends from claim 2, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein defining the resizable regions of the interface element including 
determining whether each of the controls within the interface element is resizable 
further comprises determining when a control may be resized that is initially 
considered non-resizable ("dynamically defining resizable regions of said interface 
element" col. 10, lines 36-42). 

As to dependent claim 10. which depends from claim 9. Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): wherein determining when the control may be resized that is initially 
considered non-resizable ("treated as one," col. 4, line 57) further comprises 
determining when there are no controls that would be impacted by resizing the control 
("[to] to preserve spacing," col. 4, lines 55-60). 

As to independent claim 11, Andrew et al. describe(s): A computer-readable 
medium for dynamically resizing a window without altering operating system code ("A 
method in an operating system for dynamically resizing a dialogue box of a graphical 
user interface without altering operating system code," col. 10, lines 47-67), the window 
containing controls ("dialogue box containing controls" col. 10, lines 47-67 Note that, 
"windows with controls [are] called dialogues [boxes]." col. 1, lines 15-20), the controls 
being defined by properties indicating respective positions of each of the controls within 
the window and control-type data indicating respective types of each of the controls 
stored in a memory ("the controls being defined by properties indicating respective 
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positions of each of the controls within said dialogue box and control-type data 
indicating respective types of each of said controls stored in a memory" col. 10, lines 47- 
67), comprising: receiving a command to resize the window ("receiving a command to 
resize the dialogue box" col. 10. lines 47-67; Note that, "windows with controls [are] 
called dialogues [boxes]." col. 1, lines 15-20), identifying for each control whether the 
control is resizable based on the control type and a position of the control relative to any 
of the other controls within the window ("identifying for each control whether the 
control is resizable based on the control type," col. 10, lines 47-67); responsively to the 
step of receiving, dividing the window into sub areas, responsively to the step of 
dividing ("responsively to the step of receiving, dividing the dialogue box into sub areas" 
col. 10, lines 47-67), dynamically determining whether the sub areas are resizable 
based on the reliability of the controls that are at least partially in the sub areas while 
maintaining any minimum height associated with the controls maintaining any 
minimum height associated with the controls; wherein the determining whether the 
sub areas are resizable includes either ignoring a control that is a last control in its row 
or ignoring a control that is a last control in its column; wherein a control is the last 
control in its column when there are no controls to the right of the control in its column; 
and wherein a control is the last control in its row when there are no controls below the 
control in is row; and ("dynamically deter- mining whether the sub areas are resizable 
based on the reliability of the controls that are at least partially in the sub areas" col. 
10, lines 47-67) and resizing the window by resizing the resizable sub areas of the 
window wherein the resizing is executed independent of ignored controls ("resizing the 
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dialogue box by resizing the resizable sub- areas of the dialogue box." col. 10, lines 47- 
67), 

As to dependent claim 12. which depends from claim 11, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): dividing the window into sub areas, further comprises defining guides 
separating columns and rows of the controls, such that each of the resizable regions is 
bounded by at least two of the guides ("defining guides separating columns and rows" 
col. 8, lines 47-58). 

As to dependent claim 13. which depends from claim 12. Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): the guides are defined such that a separation between adjacent ones of the 
guides is always a minimum magnitude ("is always a minimum magnitude." col. 7. lines 
60-62). 

As to dependent claim 14, which depends from claim 12, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): dividing the window into sub areas, further comprises identifying each of 
the controls as to whether it is vertically or horizontally resizable and designating each 
of the columns and rows as resizable (identical language at col. 7, lines 63-67). 

As to dependent claim 15, which depends from claim 11, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): identifying for each control whether the control is resizable further 
comprises identifying each of the controls as to whether it is vertically or horizontally 
resizable (identical language at col. 7, lines 63-67). 

As to dependent claim 16, which depends from claim 15, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): dividing the window into sub areas further comprises defining guides 
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separating columns and rows of the controls, such that each of the resizable regions is 
bounded by at least two of the guides (identical language at col. 7, lines 55-60). 

As to dependent claim 17, which depends from claim 11, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): The computer-readable medium of claim 11, further comprising the steps 
of: designating a row and column ("column or row," col. 8, lines 8-25) as special when 
the row contains a set of controls that lies in a predetermined geometric configuration 
with a predefined range of tolerance (identical language at col. 8, lines 33-36); and 
resizing the window while maintaining a fixed geometric distance between the controls 
("...resizing said interface element while maintaining a fixed geometric distance 
between said controls of said set...," col. 8, lines 31-39). 

As to dependent claim 18, which depends from claim 11, Andrew et al. further 
discloses(s): identifying for each control whether the control is resizable based on the 
control type ("identifying for each control whether the control is resizable based on the 
control type," col. 10. lines 47-67) and the position of the control relative to any of the 
other controls within the window further comprises determining when there are no 
controls that would be impacted by resizing the control ("[to] to preserve spacing," col. 
4, lines 55-60). 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant arguments, filed 2/28/2008, with respect to the 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b) Rejections cited by the Examiner in the previous Office Action (dated 9/6/2007), 
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have been fully considered but are not persuasive. For the reasons already set forth 



above, these rejections are being maintained. 



Conclusion 



11. Although not relied upon, the following prior art is made of record because 



it considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure: 



[1] Amro (US 5699535 A) for teaching a method, apparatus, and 
article of manufacture direct a computer system to automatically 
resize a plurality of open windows displayed on the computer 
display. The method includes the first step of in response to 
detecting a command from user controls over a first portion of a 
displayed window, determining if the displayed window is in a 
default size or a zoomed out size. The second step includes in 
response to a second command from user controls, determining if a 
change in state applies to the plurality of windows. The third 
step includes if the change in size applies to the plurality of 
windows and if the displayed window is in the default size, 
automatically displaying on the computer display the plurality of 
windows using the zoomed out size. 



[2] Owings (US 6335743 Bl) for teaching a system and method for 
providing a window capable of being resized where the window 
includes at least one control. 



[3] Qureshi et al . (US 6456305 Bl) for teaching a method 

and system for automatically sizing and positioning a graphical 
display of HTML objects to fit the dimensions and video display 
resolution of a display window. 



[4] Kellerman et al . (US 6750887 Bl) for teaching a method for 
using client properties, size values and position values for 
calculation of a component so that any resizing and repositioning 
of components are done automatically. 



[5] Gunther (US 6983422 Bl) for teaching a computer controlled 
processes relying upon a graphical user interface to effect a man- 
machine interface. 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the Examiner should be directed to Samir Termanini whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-1047. The Examiner can normally be reached from 9 A.M. to 4 P.M., Monday 
through Friday (excluding alternating Fridays). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2178 
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